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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over De 
Angelis, USP 2,794,085 in view of Fila et al., USP 3,853,393. 

The cited primary reference substantially teaches the basic claimed process of 
manufacturing eyewear comprising a plastic frame and plastic temples, the frame and 
temples removably connected via a hinge, and electrical components of an apparatus in 
the temple. Plural conductors are provided in the temple and frame, having an electrical 
connection with the components. A connecting hinge through female/male attachment 
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means connects the frame and temples. The device is useful as a hearing aid, which 
includes means readable on an ear bud. See col. 3, lines 32-75; col. 4, lines 45-70; 
col. 5, lines 30-75. 

The reference is silent to the step of molding as claimed; however, it does set 
forth that the temples and frame are formed. 

The added secondary reference teaches as conventional the process of injection 
molding plastic eyewear temples, wherein conductors are encapsulated within the 
temples. The molded temples house hearing aid components, and are molded of 
conventional plastic materials using conventional molding means. See col. 3, lines 10- 
40, 54-65. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to mold the plastic temples and frame, in view of the molding 
process set forth in the added reference, when performing the process set forth in the 
added reference, for achieving the desired step of forming the plastic eyewear. 

Claims 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over De 
Angelis, USP 2,794,085 in view of Fila et al., USP 3,853,393 as applied to claims 1-4 
above, and further in view of Haken, USP 6,629,076. 

The previous art combination remains as applied above. 

The previous art combination does not set forth a radio transceiver and ad hoc 
wireless network as claimed. 
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The added reference sets forth as conventional eyewear with means for hearing 
and aiding speech. The eyewear includes embedded microphone, processor and 
battery, readable on the claimed radio processor, which forms an ad hoc wireless 
network with a plurality of devices. See col. 1 , line 60 to col. 2, line 25; col. 2, lines 37- 
60. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include a radio transceiver and ad hoc wireless network as 
shown in the added reference, when performing the process set forth in the previous art 
combination, for improved means for aiding and hearing speech. 

With respect to claims 6 and 8, see col. 3, lines 5-25. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. USP's 5404385; 5594511; 5652637; 5949516; 6012812; 
6091546; 6099117; 6163926; 6231181; 6582075. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Angela Ortiz whose telephone number is 571-272-1206. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 9:00-6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Colaianni can be reached on 571-272-1 196. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Angela Ortiz 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1732 
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